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Amendment 

Reply to Office Action dated July 6^ 2009 

REMAIRMS 

The fore|0mg aroendments and these remarls are in response to &e Office Action datud July 6, 
2009. A^pplicaht hereby requests t thifee moTitli. extehsidn of tinie for filing this response. 
AuthGrizaliori is gjvea to charge the appropriate fees to Deposit A ccoujnt No, 1 , 

At die time of tlie Office Actioiv cMms 1 -12 were pending: In the Office .J\ction, claim 1 wa.s 
relected uoder 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. Claims 2-12 were objected to as being dependent 
upon a rejected base claim. Claims 1-12 west; rejected uader 35 U.S.C. §IC)3(a). The rejeetjoiis are 
discussed in more delail below, 

1. Reieetl oH ^ader 35 ii.S,C. SI 12 

Claim 1 was rejected under 35 0>S.G, §112, second paragraph, as beirsg indefiniteidr iailfflg to 
particularly pomt oiJt and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards as the inyention, 
hi particular, the phrase '\substamjally pafallelipiped, flattened ovemil dimension" was alleged to be 
unclgar. Applicaiit has deleted this phrase from claim 1. 

Claims 2>1 2 were obicetedio as being dependent upon a rejeeted base eiaiim astd for including 
"characterized in thai" language. Applicant notes that the preliminary amendment filed concurrently 
with the applicatioo that replaced "characterized in that" with "wherein" does not appear to have been 
entered. Accordingly, tlie claims are amended iierein based on the PCX claims, and repealing the 
aniendmen ts mads in the prev iously filed preliminary amendment As a result of these madilicaiions;. 
Applicant respectfully requests Wsthdravval <5f the rejeetion. 

II* Re |estiO:as hm^ agon art 

Claims 1 - ! 2 were rejected under 35 U .S .C. § 1 03 (a) as being ohvioiis over European Patent Ho . 
1,279,915 to Fiiippi et al. (hereafter "Filippr) in combinatian with O.S. Patent No. 7,104,314 to 
Valensa et ai ("Valensa"). Applicant submits that claim. I is patentable over this reference. 

Fiiippi discloses a catalytic reactor comprising a pfuraiity of plate heat exchangers, fonrsed by 
a pair of juxtaposed metallic plates mutually adjoint in a predetemiined space relationship by 
perimetric welds. Nolabiy, pkte-^sliaped heat exchangers are conceptaaily and stmcmrally diffefont 
wi& respect to tubular heat exchangers. Therefore, ihey cannot be confused with or compared to heat 
exchangers of tlte tubular type. The reaetor according to Fr/jjEfp;' suffers firom a recognized drawback, 
which is the noncapabiiity of withstanding high pressure dif&rene^^ between the inside and the outside 



U.S. Patent Appk. No. 10/566,120 Docket No. 9526-71 (180748) 

Amendment 

Reply to CXIiee Acdot? dated July 6, 2009 

ol'lhe excharsgers theniaelves (see description of the present application, pags3 2, lines 6-i 8). 

Valensa does not diselose a cliemieai reactor, in which heat ejtchangers are supported in a 
reaction zm9. Instead, the heat exchanger disclosed in Vahnsa is designeti to operate: outside of a 
reactsoti <2one, Syefe a heat exchahger is used in fliel processid^ sisbsysteiBS 6f f^el cell .systems to 
transfer heat between a reformat flow and a coolant flow io coo| the i-efonnate flow prior to sstry into 
a carbon monoxide removal ynit. Moreover, it should be notsjd that apart lrpm;|he laet of haying; 
flattened tubes 46, 47, the he«t exchanger 10 disclosed in Valensa differs from the chemical reactor of 
the present apphcation with respect to ah other features recited in present claim 1, Furthermore, there is: 
no indication in Valema about tlie capability of withstanding high pressisre differences bctsveen the 
inside and the outside of the tubes. 46, 47 . Therefore, a skilled person in the art examining Filippi at the 
ti me of the invention would have not considered Valema reNvant prior art . E ven if these two prior 
art doctsments were cQmbined; the skilled person woald have not obtained the reactor as claimed. 

Claim 1 Is thiis beiiered to be pateiitable over the cited priior art for at least the Ibrcgoing 
reasoris. The depetident claitiis aire also believed allowable becaisse of their deipefldence upon ah 
aliowable base ciatntj and because of the further features recited, 

Applscantit have nmde every eflbrt to present claims which diffiingavsh over the prior art, and it 
is thus believed that ail eiaimg are in eondition for allowance. Nevertheless, Applicanis invite the 
E,\arr!iner to call the undersigned if it is believed that a telephofiic interview vvoti Id expedite the 
prbseeution of the appiiciatiosi to an allowance, hi view of tlic foregoing reffiarks. Applicants 
respeetliilly request reconsideration mid proniptallowsuice of tlie pending clainifs. 

RespcctfliUy suhmitted. 
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